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REMARKS 

Claims 3 f 18-25 and 32-70 are pending in the above-captioned patent application 
after this amendment. Claims 18-25, 32-35 and 37-51 have been allowed. Claims 59-63 
and 66-67 were found to contain allowable subject matter. Claims 3, 36, 52-58 and 64-65 
were rejected. Claims 3, 25, 36, 37, 52 and 65 have been amended to clarify what 


applicants regard as the present invention and/or to correct 


is typographical errors. 


claims 16, 17 and 31 have been canceled without prejudiQ%ejid claims 68-70 have been 
added by this amendment for the purpose of expediti^Mhe ?^)t application process 


to 65 Fed. Reg. 


in a manner consistent with the goals of the PafPf Office 


54603 (September 8, 2000), even though jgpipplicants believe tn^be previously 
pending claims were allowable. ^$|, ,,£§:^ 

Support for the amendments to the clafm^^P' the new claims can be found 
throughout the originally filed ap^|^o ; £, includi^Jhe originally filed claims, the 
drawings and the specification. More!^ec1f^^j^upp6'fl^,the amendments to claims 
3, 25, 36, 37, 52 and 65 aockfor new cSfas 68^fi$|§&foWd at least in claims 9, 1 1, 
13, 43, 45, 49, 60, ^^pl"^^Figure^|p^ and in tti'fe specification at page 2, lines 


29-31 ( at page 4,,wi$ 10-26, armH page 8g$ne 31 through page 1 1 , line 20. 
No new matti§l|&£>eli 


of the pei 



^.beerl|dded by this amendment. Consideration 
pectfullyr^ 


Under 35 U.S.C. S 102(e) 


|H 3, 36, 52-i 
being anticipl^-by Llo 


, 58 and 64 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as 
2002/0067060 A1). Independent claims 3, 36 and 52 have 
been amended ll^^fP^rovided below, claims 3, 36 and 52, as amended, are believed 
to overcome the region by the Patent Office, and are considered to be patentable. 
Further, because claims 53-55, 57, 58 and 64 depend directly or indirectly from amended 
claim 52, they are also believed to be patentable. 

The Patent Office states in its rejection that "Lloyd discloses a massage chair that is 
comprised of a seat, a first support surface, and a front upper support assembly that is 
coupled to the seat. A first positioning mechanism ... includes a guide rail (128) that is 
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coupled to the first support surface (30) as seen in Figure 2. The guide rail has a 
substantially square cross section as seen in Figure 3.... 11 

The Applicants submit that Lloyd is directed toward an adjustable chair that 
includes a pair of guides 1 24, 1 28 that are positioned respectively along a pair of rods 1 22, 
127, near opposing lateral edges of a base plate 120. (Figures J, 3 and 10; paragraph 
[0034]). Lloyd does not teach or suggest using only one guid^ptirther, each guide 124, 
128 is positioned laterally (off-center), near an outsid^|fc :< of the base plate 120. 
(Figures 1, 3 and 10; paragraph [0034]). Lloyd does#6t tesiN^r suggest positioning 
either of the guides 124, 1 28 centrally or medially jdl^ye to the bas^ ||||e 120. 

In contrast to Lloyd, amended claim^ ; ^p^directed toward a rrai|^e chair that 
requires "a seat; a front upper support asst|||I^ cou^^^to the seat; l ? ffrst support 
surface; and a first positioning mechanism t^||^|^bly secures the first support 
surface to the front upper support ^jp^jfe^, the first^ipioning mechanism including (i) 
exactly one guide rail that is couple<^ v thPf|$^ the guide rail having a 

substantially square cros^igtion, and|p a ^p^l^sdtftbly that is coupled to the 
front upper support f ^j|iftibTyM||e clam^^>tissembly selectively moving between a 
locked position ^pinhibits rrpfement qpfche first support surface relative to the 
clamping assembly, ipgj an^^l^^^ositiofgthat allows rotation of the first support 
surface ^ ^W^M^,f ro nt v i^p^ s u p po rt a sSrsiiSi bl y and sliding of the first support surface 
relati^^p^ the frdi^|iappef1i%pport assembly." These features are not taught or 
sug^^tejl by Lloyd. fR^claif^^ believed to be patentable. 

^^^jged claim 36f||quire$ "a seat; a front upper support assembly coupled to 
the seat; a Tii^||ijpport s||pce; and a first positioning mechanism that movably secures 
the first support5^|^i ! ' : to the front upper support assembly, the first positioning 
mechanism including) a guide rail that is coupled to and centrally positioned relative to 
the first support surface, and (ii) a clamping assembly that is coupled to the front upper 
support assembly, the clamping assembly including (a) a clamp pin having a first pin 
end and an opposing second pin end, and (b) a guide receiver positioned near the first 
pin end, the guide receiver selectively moving between a locked position that inhibits 
movement of the first support surface relative to the clamping assembly, and an 
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unlocked position that allows rotation of the first support surface relative to front upper 
support assembly and sliding of the first support surface relative to the front upper 
support assembly." These features are not taught or suggested by Lloyd. Thus, claim 
36 is believed to be patentable. 

Further, amended claim 52 is directed toward a massage chair that requires "a 
seat; a front upper support assembly coupled to the seat; a^i^isupport surface; and a 
first positioning mechanism that movably secures the fi(s|^y?port surface to the front 
upper support assembly, the first positioning mechani^1nclU^^,(i) exactly one guide 
rail that is coupled to the first support surface n? |P (ii) a clam^ii^ssembly that is 
coupled to the front upper support assembl^ipf'clamping assembly feuding a single 
locking lever, wherein movement of the lol%^. lever^^ptes the clampi% assembly 
between a locked position that inhibits movemei^|yp^irst support surface relative to 
the clamping assembly, and an unl^^^osition tha^ppws rotation of the first support 
surface relative to front upper suppcl:;0ssil^i5jy>.9nd slid%,of the first support surface 

relative to the front ug^^upport s ^ m ; ^f :: ' >< ^^^.^ atures are not tau 9 ht or 
suggested by Lloyd. ,J^irci(^ ; 52 is Bl^id to be patentable. Because claims 53- 
55, 57 t 58 and 64^i^pnd director indirecl|^om claim 52, they are likewise believed to 


be patentable. jM$$&P?*a -'. 


^f|k Refections Under 35 U.S.C. S 103 


[{aims 56 and (0$&ve b£irl»rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable 
over Lloj^^As provided ^pve, claim 52 is believed to be patentable in view of Lloyd, 


Because cl3ii&56 depejSp from claim 52, it is also considered to be patentable. 
Moreover, the A^|?^i? : 'submit that the cited reference does not teach or suggest the 
features of amendecTWaim 65. Thus, the rejection is believed to have been overcome. 

In contrast to Lloyd, amended claim 65 is directed toward a "method for adjusting 
the position of a first support surface for a massage chair, the first support surface 
having a longitudinal axis, the method comprising the steps of: positioning a guide rait 
medially along the first support surface; and moving a single locking lever to move a 
clamping assembly having a rotational axis between a locked position that inhibits 
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movement of the guide rail and the first support surface relative to the clamping 
assembly, and an unlocked position that allows rotation of the guide rail and the first 
support surface around the rotational axis and movement of the guide rail and the first 
support surface relative to the clamping assembly substantially along the longitudinal 
axis of the first support surface." These steps are not taught or suggested by Lloyd, 
Therefore, amended claim 65 is believed to overcome the rejg§i&n by the Patent Office, 
and is considered to be patentable. 



Allowable Subject Matter/New Claims 
Claims 18-25, 32-35 and 37-51 have t^pMllowed. Claims 59-6%$d 66-67 were 
found to contain allowable subject matter. Ftifrer, new,dlpns 68-70 hav£%een added 
by this amendment. New claims 68-70 are flMPIMy different scope than the 
previously pending claims. How^|%|^cause anfqgggd claim 65 is believed to be 
patentable as set forth above, claims»70 : ii@^§p beli^V^lo be patentable. 


CoP* 


ion 


In conclus&if Applicant ^pectfully^serts that claims 3, 18-25 and 32-70 are 


patentable for the rea%^s se|^p^^ye^.andl|at the application is now in a condition for 
allowance^^i^lingly^Silarly notice^ ^allowance is respectfully requested. The 

Exa^^^is requelt^l^ caii||^ undersigned at 858^56-1951 for any reason that would 


adve 


ie instant 


:ion 


fejthis _ day c^ctober, 2003. 


Respectfully submitted, 


STEVEN G, ROEDER 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 37,227 

THE LAW OFFICE OF STEVEN G. ROEDER 
5560 Chelsea Avenue 
La Jolla, California 92037 
Telephone: (858) 456-1951 
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